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Environmental Compliance Checklist

All applicants must fill out this Environmental Compliance Checklist. Applications must contain answersto the
followmg questlons to be responswe and to be conS|dered forﬁmdmg Eallure_to_answer_ttmegMand

con5|dered for funding.

1 Doany of the actions included in the proposal require compliance with either the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), or both?

.
YES NO

2 If yon answered yes to # 1, identify the lead governmental agency for CEQ A/NEPA compliance.

City_of Stockton
Lead Agency

3. If yon answered no to # 1, explain why CEQ A/NEPA compliance is not required for the actions in the proposal.

4. If CEQA/NEPA complianceis required, describe how the project will comply with either or both of these laws.
Describe where the project is in the compliance process and the expected date of completion. Tlie project
provides funds to hire a professional environmental compliance
firm to perform environmental assessments and subsequent EIR/EIS
studies. Since this Phase 2 is not currently underway, the
compliance process has not yet been started. It is anticipated
that the compliance process will start in December 2000, and it

5. J‘."FII Eﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁ?:ﬁu n’é‘u’.‘n? '15&]5-:?: ]pju 11%?}“31]%9& gr':lpeln? 15‘3.?39?&)]!%&%?:10& not own to accomplish the
activities in the proposal?

- X
YES NO

If yes, the applicant must attach written permission for access from the relevant properly owner{s). Failureto inciude
written permission for aeeess may result in disqualification of the proposal during the review process. Research and

monitoring field projects for which specific field locations have not been identified will be required to provide access
needs and permission for aceess with 30 days of notification of approval.



6. Please indicate what permits or other approvals may be required for the activities contained in your proposal. Check
all boxes that apply.

LOCAL
Conditional use permit
Variance
Subdivision ¥ap Act approval
Grading permit
General plan amendment
Specific plan approval
Remne -
Williamson Act Contract

cancellation
Other

(please specify)
None required

| <

STATE

CESA Compliance (CDFG)

Streambed alteration permit (CDFG)

CWA § 401 certification RWQCE)

Coastal development permit (Coastal Commission/BCDC)
Reclamation Board approval
Notification

Other

(please specify)
None required

Io<| | foel <]

(DPC, BCDC)

FEDERAL

ESA Counsultation

Rivers &Harbors Act permit
CWA § 404 permit

Other

(please specify)
None required -

(USFWS)
(ACOE)
(ACOE)

be b

DPC = Delta Protection Commission

CWA = Clean Water Act ESA = Endangered Species Act

CESA = Cali®hmia Endangered Species Act CDFG = Califhmia Department of Fish and Game
USFWS =U.S. Fish and Wildli# Service RWQCB = Regional Water Quality Control Board
ACOE =U.S. Ammy Comps of Engineers RCDC= Bay Conservation and Development Comm.



Land Use Checklist

All applicants must fill out this Land Use Checklist for their proposal. Applications must contain answers to the
ﬁ:rllvl:ru- mg quﬁtlnlns to be resp onsive and to be cunsﬂemi for ﬁmdmg. Eau‘ure to answer thege questions and

seanEive and fof

1. Do the actions in the proposal involve physical changes to the land(i.e. grading, planting vegetation, or breeching levees)
or restrictionsin land use (i.e. conservation easement or placement of land in a wildlife refuge)?

_ X
YES NO

2. IfNOto#k1, explain what type of actions are involved in the proposal {i.e., research only, planning only).
Implementation of the preferred alternative will improve water
quality without physically changing the land.

3. IfYES to # 1, what is the proposed land use change or restriction under the proposal?

4, If YES to # 1, istheland currently under a Williamson Act contract?

YES NO
5. If YES to # 1, answer the following:
Currentland use

Current zning
Current general plan designation

6. If YES to#1, is the land classified as Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance or Uzigque Farmland on the
Department of Conservation Important Farmland Maps?

YES NO DON'T KNOW

7. If YESto# 1, how many atres of land will be subject to physical change or land use restrictions under the proposal?

8. If YESto# 1, is the properly currently being commercially farmed or grazd?

YES NO

9. If YES to#8, whatare the number of employees/acre,
the total number of employees




10.

12.

13.

14.

Will the applicant acquire any interest in land under the proposal (fee title or a conservation easement)?
X

YES NO

What entity/organizition will hold the interest?

JAFYES to X 10, answer the following:

Total number of acres to be acquired under proposal
Number of zeres to be acquired in fee
Number of acresto be subject to conservation essament

For ail proposals involving physical changes to the land or restriction in land use, describe what entity or organiiation
Will:

manage the property

pmvide operations and maintenance services

conduect monitoring

For land acquisitions (fee title or easements), will existing water rights also be acquired?
- X
YES NO

Does the applicant propose any modifications to the water right or change in the delivery of the water?

- X
YES NO

If YES to X 15, describe




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Stockton Channel Water Quality Restoration Project, Requesting $350,000
City of Stockton, 425 N. El Dorado St., Stockton, CA 95202-1997
Telephone: (209) 937-7900, Fax: (209) 937-7115, E-mail: wayne.smith@ci.stockton.ca.us
City of Stockton

The project is located in San Joaquin County, ecozone 11. The exact project site is within the
Stockton Channel, a slough that extends from the confluence of the San Joaquin River near the
Port of Stocktonto McLeod Lake near downtown Stockton. While the primary area of concern
is the portion of the Channel east of the Interstate 5 over crossing, the area west of Interstate 5 to
the junction of the San Joaquin River is also of concern and part of the study area.

The objective of this project is to restore water quality to the Stockton Channel by eliminating
algae blooms. The City is currently performing the Phase 1 study to identify the preferred
alternative. Phase 2 of the study will provide all design, environmental, and permitting
documents necessary to construct the project.

Phase 2 involves developing environmental compliance documentation by performing
environmental impact analyses; designing the preferred alternative identified in Phase 1(e.g.,
engineering/implementation plans); obtaining implementationpermits by coordinating the City's
efforts with local, state, and federal agencies; and performing a pilot study of the preferred
alternative to evaluate effectiveness prior to full-scale implementation.

The hypothesis for Phase 2 is that the preferred alternative can be designed such that when it is
constructed/implemented it can effectively improve the Channel's water quality by eliminating
algae blooms. It is expected that the design of the preferred alternative will perform
satisfactorily in the pilot study and upon full-scale implementation.

This project is designed to specifically address the ERP goals of improving water quality and
rehabilitating the natural flow regime. Essentially, the project seeks to improve water quality by
installing systems that will eliminate algae blooms through increased mixing and/or circulation.
Aquatic species in the Channel, and those in the San Joaquin River and eastern Delta (e.g., Delta
smelt, white sturgeon, anadromous salmonids, etc.), will directly benefit from the project since
the improvement in water quality will result in improved habitat.

Mixing or circulation is expected to increase the dissolved oxygen level within the water column.
It is also expected to increase the interaction between the Channel water and that of the San
Joaquin River and eastern Delta. Therefore, water with higher levels of dissolved oxygen will be
combined with the low dissolved oxygen waters of the San Joaquin River as identified in the
2001 CALFED ERP Proposal Solicitation Package. Consequently, species in the Channel, the
San Joaquin River, and the eastern Delta will benefit from improving the Channel's aquatic
environment.

Improved water quality should help increase the population sizes of native, threatened, and
endangered species around the Channel-SanJoaquin River-eastem Delta area. Subsequently, the
future need for listing threatened and endangered species should be reduced.




PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Statement of the Problem

The City is seeking to implement an alternative that will improve water quality in the Stockton
Channel. During some summer months water quality conditions create blue-green algae blooms
and associated odor problems that restrict the full use of the Stockton Channel, Weber Point, and
McCleod lake areas. This aspect of poor water quality represents the problem that this project is
designedto solve. Stockton’s Waterfront Committee, charged with overseeing the redevelopment
and improvementof the Channel’s waterfront, identified the negative odors and aesthetics
associated with the blue-green algae as the most important and pressing water quality concern.

Past Studies

According to the Montgomery Watson report, “Alternative Water Quality Improvement
Technologies for the Weber Point Area”, June 1997, water quality problems are the result of
excessive nutrient additions coupled with the shallow region in and around McCleod Lake and
minimal freshwater input. These conditions allow nuisance algae to grow, eventually die, and
emit odors during decomposition. This report discussed the effectiveness of 7 alternatives, most
of which were designedto modify Channel flow dynamics. The alternativeswere Channel
flushing, adding air and/or recirculatingwater, adding chemical or biological compounds,
reconfiguring the Channel, and controlling nutrient input. After analyzingthese alternatives, it
was recommended that the City implement a source control program to eliminate boat discharges
at the Marina, a source control program to reduce nutrients in storm water discharges, and design
and install a Channel aeration/mixing system. In addition, it was recommended that the City
continue sampling the Channel and develop a watershed management plan.

A subsequentstudy by Systech Engineering, “Alternativesto Eliminate Excessive Blue-Green
Algae at Weber Point of Stockton Channel”, May 1999, found that there was also a horizontal
temperaturetrend and vertical stratificationin the Channel. Moreover, the water temperature at
McCleod Lake can be warmer than the San Joaquin River confiuence by 2 to 3 degrees Celsius.
These conditions, along with those identified and described by Montgomery Watson, create a
favorable environment for the growth of blue-green algae. The Systechstudy was designed to
model the environmental and biochemical interactionsthat combine to produce poor water quality
and ultimately blue-green algae. Then, through computer modeling, the study identified and
recommended engineering alternatives to restore water quality. To simulate the stratified
conditions contributing to algal blooms, Systech used the City’s San Joaquin River Model to set
the boundary conditions for McCleod Lake before stratification. A stratified lake model was then
used to simulate the stratified conditions of the Channel and determine the water quality and
extent of resulting algal blooms. Using the calibrated lake model, Systech modeled the
effectivenessof 5 alternatives identified by Montgomery Watson. The alternativesincluded
Channel flushing, Channel circulation, surface mixing, aeration, and surface skimming. It was
recommended that the City employ either the surface mixing or skimming alternative.

The City of Stocktonreceived a $650,000 grant from US EPA to continue studying techniques
that can restore the water quality of the Stockton Channel. A contract has been awarded to HDR
Engineering to complete Phase 1 of a more detailed study. The 4 major tasks in Phase 1 include
outreach to establish project goals, tracer and nutrient investigationsto further quantify water
movement and quality, a feasibility analysis of the environmentaland permitting constraints of




alternatives, and a recommendation of the preferred alternative. The Phase 1 study is scheduled to
be completed in 8 months (December, 2000).

Objective

The proposed project has 4 componentsthat make up what is foreseen as Phase 2 of the HDR
Engineering study. First, the project will result in the final engineeringdesign of the
implementation plan that will be used to improve Channel water quality. Second, the project will
result in the fmal environmental documents and/or mitigation plans required to comply with
CEQA and NEPA and construct or implement the preferred alternative. Third, the project will
obtain the permits required to construct or implementthe preferred alternative. Finally, a pilot
study of the preferred alternative will be performed to evaluate its effectiveness prior to full-scale
implementation. Data resulting from the pilot study will be used to modify and refine the design
of the full-scale alternative.

Conceptual Model

The proposed work is based upon the results of two scientific analysesperformed by Montgomery
Watson and Systech Engineering, respectively, and anticipatesthe forthcoming results of the
current Phase 1 HDR Engineering study to design the preferred alternative. The Montgomery
Watson analysis characterized the Channel’s water quality problem by first identifying the
community’s perception of the problem and their immediate concerns. Then data was gathered
from the Central VValley Regional Water Quality Control Board and Stockton’s Regional
Wastewater Treatment Plant’s 1996-1997 Channel sampling programs to assess the analytical
characteristics that comprise poor water quality. This data, along with a site assessment, provided
information on system characteristicssuch as freshwater input from Mormon Slough, storm
runoff, tidal influence and circulation, water temperature and depth, pH, dissolved oxygen, carbon
dioxide concentration, ammonia concentration, dissolved reactive phosphorous, nitrate, organic
nitrogen, total residue, total volatiles residue, total organic carbon, green algae content, blue-green
algae content, and odor generation.

While this data could not fully characterize the physical, chemical, and biological characteristics
of the system, it provided enough insight to generate alternativesto improve water quality. It was
recommended that the City implement a source control program to eliminate boat dischargesat the
Marina, a source control program to reduce nutrients in storm water discharges, and design and
install a Channel aeration/mixing system. Additionally, it was recommended that the City
continue to collect water quality data and develop a watershed management plan.

The Systech Engineering analysis combined the data and results presented in the Montgomery
Watson report with additional sampling data collected by Systech. The additional sampling
collected temperature, pH, ammonia-N, nitrate-nitrite, total phosphorous, chlorophyll-a, and tidal
dispersion profile data at four sampling points in the Channel. This data was combined with
rainfall, solar radiation, air and water temperature, San Joaquin River flow, and sediment data
(e.g., IDOD, SBOD, and total solids). The combined data was then loaded into a one-dimensional
(vertical) lake model. The model evaluated and described the various componentsthat combine to
form a favorable environment for substantial blue-green algal growth and provided estimates of
the algal response to various changes in the system.




The model was then used to evaluatethe effectivenessof Montgomery Watson’s recommended
alternatives. It was determined that surface mixing or skimming were most effective in the
simulation. Thus, it was recommended that the City implementeither of these alternatives.

In Phase 1 (currently underway), HDR Engineering will refine the water quality problem
definition through outreach and gather additional water quality data to supplementthe information
described in the Montgomery Watson and Systech reports. Outreach will establish project goals
by soliciting insight from local civic and environmental organizations, government officials,
property owners, Port of Stockton staff, marina residents, eyewitnesses, the Waterfront Vision and
Action Plan, and the like. In addition, a newsletter describingthe project and the results of Phase
1will be distributed to the community. HDR Engineering will also conduct Tracer and Nutrient
investigations to refine the character and distribution of water quality componentsie.2..
temperature, depth, EC, DO, pH, TSS, N, P, chlorophyll-a). Rhodamine dye tracer, an SBE-25
profiler, and a Sontek device will be used to determine the Channel’s vertical water quality,
stratificationprofile, and tidal flushing action. Nutrient input from marina and storm water
discharges will be quantified through composite sampling around discharge pipes. HDR
Engineering will then identify and analyze the feasibility of alternative solutions. Feasibility will
be based upon an alternative’s environmental and permitting constraints, ability to improve water
quality, and cost. The results of Phase 1 and its recommend preferred alternative will be presented
to the City. The Stockton City Council must approve and adopt a preferred alternative before
Phase 2, final alternative design/implementation planning, environmental compliance
documentation, permitting, and pilot testing can proceed. The proposed project would provide
funding to conduct Phase 2 of the HDR study.

Hypotheses Being Tested

The principal hypotheses tested by Montgomery Watson, Systech Engineering reports, and
throughout Phase 1, were that algal blooms were a reasonable indicator of poor water quality; and
that engineering solutions could effectively improve water quality and reduce algal blooms.

The hypothesis in Phase 2 is that the preferred alternative identified in Phase 1can be designed
such that when it is constructed/implemented it can effectively improve the Channel’s water .
quality. This hypothesis can be tested by the pilot study task of Phase 2 and post-construction/
implementation water quality monitoring in afuture Phase 3 study. The study results and
monitoring data would be compared to the data collected in Phase 1, the results from the control
portion of the pilot study, and a surrogate measure such as Carlson’s Trophic State Index:

Post-construction/implementation monitoring effortswould have to gather at least a portion of the
data characterizing the Channel (e.g., water temperature and depth, pH, dissolved oxygen, carbon
dioxide, ammonia, nitrate, etc.).

Relationto CALFED Goals

This project relates directly to several CALFED goals. The project is specifically designed to
improve-the water quality and aquatic habitat of the Stockton Channel, which connectsto both the
San Joaquin River and the Eastern Delta. The benefits of improving this habitat are threefold.
First, aquatic species in the Channel will directly benefit from an improvement in water quality,
and the ecological functions in the Channel will improve. Speciesthat use the Channel as
spawning grounds, or as a route to spawning grounds, will also benefit from the improvement.



Second, improved water quality increases the beneficial uses of the water within and adjacentto
the Channel. The water will be more aesthetically pleasing, and offensive odors will be reduced.
This will encourage redevelopment activities along the waterway and improve the quality of
boating, events held at the Weber Point entertainmentcomplex, and fishing opportunities.

Third, since it is highly likely that the preferred alternative identified in Phase 1 will involve
mixing or increased water circulation, the dissolved oxygen level within the water columniis
expected to increase. Moreover, the mixing or circulation is expected to increase the interaction
between the Channel water and that of the San Joaquin River and eastern Delta in general.
Therefore, water with higher levels of dissolved oxygen will be combined with the low dissolved
oxygen waters of the San Joaquin River as identified in the 2001 CALFED ERP Proposal
SolicitationPackage. This interactionwill likely prove beneficial not only to species living in all
of these areas, but also to speciesthat migrate throughoutthese waters. The interaction may also
benefit the San Joaquin River Dissolved Oxygen (DO) TMDL process, which is currently
underway and funded by a CALFED grant. Furthermore, downstream communitieswill receive
higher quality water for environmental restoration, drinking, and crop irrigation.

Improvement in Knowledge

Phase 1 will increase the quality and quantity of knowledge about the Channel and the
biochemical interactionsthat occur within it. The reportsby Montgomery Watson and Systech
Engineering synthesized a wealth of information. The Phase 1HDR Engineering report is
expected to do the same, greatly increasing the data that characterizesthe Channel system and
providing a conceptual design of the preferred alternative along with cost estimates, potential
environmental concerns, permitting requirements, and a pilot study scope.

The pilot study in Phase 2 will similarly increase the body of knowledge. Regardless of whether it
is successful, the pilot study will provide additional data describing the Channel system and its
response to engineered solutions. The proposed Phase 2 study will conclude with the City
Council’s approval of final design documents, environmentaldocuments, constructionand/or
implementationpermits, and pilot study results.

The successful construction or implementationof the preferred alternative and subsequent
effectiveness monitoring will also add to the existing pool of knowledge. Such monitoring will
provide further insight into the effects of engineering techniques upon unique systems over longer
time periods and may facilitate on-going water quality sampling and the development of
innovative water quality restoration solutions.

Adaptive Management

Phase 2 is based solely upon the hierarchy of knowledge described above and the outcome of
Phase 1. To enhance the technical staffs understanding of the Channel ecosystem and
environmental interactions, extensive sampling projects were undertaken by both the City and its
consultants. Existing data was also reviewed and compiled to ensure sufficient information had
been accumulated to develop a conceptual model that could solve the problem by achieving the
goals and objectivesof the community.

The conceptual model will then be used in computer simulationsto determine whether enough
data was availableto not only understand the system interactions, but also describe them using




limited input characteristics. The simulations will also be used to project the degree to which the
community’s goals and objectives could theoretically be met.

Prior to the full-scale implementation, the pilot study will provide an assessment of potential
success or failure. Based upon the study results, management can assess the system’s actual,
rather than theoretical, response and alter or redesign the full-scale alternative to insure success.

The Scientific Method

Data analyses, particularly the Systech Engineering modeling, have employed the scientific
method whereby hypotheses were made regarding the effectiveness of various solution
alternatives. These alternativeswere modeled using the available data and analyzed in terms of
whether and how well they confirmed the hypotheses. The ongoing Phase 1 HDR study will
expand and model further details of the proposed alternatives. Therefore, management direction
will be a function of this scientific modeling.

Moreover, the pilot study in Phase 2 will also follow the scientific method. The experimental
hypothesis will be that the pilot project can improve water quality as determined by the occurrence
of blue-green algal blooms and the reduction of bloom precursors. Field data will be gathered and
analyzed to determine whether there is significant evidence supportingthe hypothesis.

Phase 2 Justification

It is the City’s belief that, following the completion of Phase 1, a suitable alternative will be
identified to begin Phase 2. Technical reports regarding the system and solution alternatives have
already been produced by Montgomery Watson and Systech Engineering, respectively. Moreover,
a substantial quantity of data has been incorporated into these reports and their evaluations. Thus,
after Phase 1is complete and HDR Engineering has submitted its report and recommendation of
the preferred alternative, the City believes it will be in a position to begin the final design,
environmental documentation, permitting, and pilot study activities of Phase 2.

Educational Objectives

The entire project is based upon achieving several of the Ecosystem Restoration Program {ERF)
goals. Therefore, by notifying the community that CALFED is funding a project to improve water
quality, and subsequently, the health and quantity of aquatic species, ecosystem processes, and at-
risk and harvestable species, the ERP goals will be highlighted.

Public meetings will also be held to inform members of the public of the project, its focus on
meeting the ERP goals, and to encourage involvement. The meetings will be informal and held in
an open-house type format in the early evening. This format allows individuals to examine
displays and engage in in-depth discussions with project engineers on issues of particular interest
to them. A professional public relations firm will be used to organize the meetings; provide
agendas, comment cards, and other supplies; coordinate the preparation of handouts and displays;
and work with the City to develop interactive presentations. The public relations firmwill also
assist with recording public comments, facilitating responses, and preparing meeting minutes.

As mentioned, Phase 2 involves preparing the environmental documents required for construction
or implementation. Thus the proposed action will undergo the scrutiny of all affected public
agencies. Inaddition, during the preparation of the environmental documents, the City will again
solicit the community’s input and concerns surroundingthe project. Key stakeholders and



influential members of the community, such as the Delta Keeper environmental organization, will
be contacted. A database of civic and environmental organizations, marina residents, elected
officials, government staff, adjoining property owners, Port of Stockton staff, eyewitnesses, etc.
will be established and used to facilitate the exchange of information with the community.

The potential audience size is in the hundreds, and is expected to reflect the diversity of the people
listed in the solicitationdatabase. It is critical that the City obtain input from this audience to
ensure that the community’s goals and objectivesin solving the water quality problem correspond
to the goals and objectives identified in Phase 1. Furthermore, these goals and objectives will.be
used to measure the efficacy of the project. For instance, if the goal is to improve water quality
suchthat nuisance algal blooms no longer occur, then efficacy will be based upon whether such
blooms occur. Thus, the effectiveness of the completed project is a function of the community’s
perception of the water quality improvement achieved.

PROPOSED SCOPE OF WORK

Location and/or Geographic Boundaries of the Project

The project is located in San Joaquin County, which correspondsto ecozone 11. A USGS quad
map (approximately 1:24,000 scale) of the project area is included in Exhibit 1. The project area
may be found on a geographic information system using the CaliforniaPlane Coordinates
X:6325968, Y:2170346. The approximate geographic coordinates of the project centroid are
37.952520 degrees latitude, 121.317506 degrees longitude. Photographs of the project site are
located in Exhibit 2.

Approach

Following Phase 1and the selectionof the preferred alternative, Phase 2 will involve the planning
procedures required to develop environmental compliance documentation, engineering
designs/implementation plans, permitting, and a pilot study to facilitate the constructionor
implementation of the full-scale preferred alternative.

Task 1. Environmental Compliance: An Initial Study/Environmental Assessment (IS/EA) will
first be prepared for the preferred alternative, in compliance with CEQA/NEPA. The document
will include a project description, environmental checklist, discussion of fmdings (both significant
and less than significant), and an identification of impacts requiring further analysis in an
EIR/EIS. A full environmental EIR/EIS will be prepared for the preferred alternative.

Task 2. Design of Preferred Alternative: Informationobtained from Phase 1 will be used to
finalizethe design of a water quality improvement strategy. These designs may be engineering
blueprints and specifications if the preferred alternative requires construction. Conversely, these
designs may be detailed implementationplans if the preferred alternativerequires implementation
rather than construction. Finally, it is possible thatthe preferred alternative will require both
engineering blueprints and specificationsand an implementationplan.

Task 3. Permitting: As necessary, meetings will be held with representatives of the City,
CALFED, US Fish and Wildlife Service, US Army Corps of Engineers, California Department of
Fish and Game, Delta Protection Commission, and the Central Valley Regional Water Quality
Control Board to discuss permitting strategies and finalize the project process. The goal of the
meetings will be to select the’best process and required information to obtain all permits.




Task 4. Pilot Study: Pilot testing will consist of installing, operating, and testing a model of the
preferred alternative. Pilot test sampling will consist of gathering samples from up to six depths at
two different locations near the head of the Channel. A model of the preferred alternative will be
installed at one location. The other location will be used as a control. Sampleswill be analyzed at
each location once per week for up to four weeks. An assessment of the model will be made by
comparing the sampling results from two locations. A surrogate method, such as Carlson’s
Trophic State Index, will be used to determine whether the model has impacted algae production,
unless algae blooms occur during the study and a visual comparison can be made.

Task 5. Project Management: This task involves progress reporting, scheduling, office
administration, general correspondence, contract administration, and invoicing.

Data Collection, Analysis, Quality Assurance

With the exception of the Phase 2 pilot study, all data collection and analysis will occur in Phase 1
(see PROJECT DESCRIPTION) and will be subject to peer review. Engineering blueprints and
specificationsand implementation plans will also be subjectto peer review. Pilot testing in Phase
2 will be conducted as describe above (see Approach, Task 4 Pilot study). The methodology
employed and the subsequent deta gathered from the study will be statistically analyzed for
significance(a. =.05) and will be subjectto peer review.

Monitoring and Assessment Plans

Initial project monitoring will occur in Phase 1 (see PROJECT DESCRIPTION). Phase 2 pilot
testing, though, will consist of installing, operating, and testing a model of the preferred
alternative. Pilot test sampling will consist of gathering samples from up to 6 depths at two
different locations near the head of the Channel. A model of the preferred alternative will be
installed at one location. The other location will be used as a control. Sampleswould be analyzed
at each location once per week for up to four weeks. An assessment of the model will be made by
comparing the sampling results from two locations. A surrogate method, such as Carlson’s
Trophic State Index, will be used to determine whether the model has impacted algae production
unless algae blooms during the study and a visual comparison can be made. Sincethe preferred
alternative is currently unknown, the design and functional nature of the study is unknown.

Post-constmctiodimplementationmonitoring will also be conducted at the conclusion of Phase 3
(implementation) to evaluate the effectivenessof the preferred alternative in meeting the goals of
CALFED and improvingthe water quality. This monitoring datawould be compared to the data
collectedin Phase 1. As such, post-construction/implementation monitoring efforts would have to
gather at least a portion of the data characterizingthe Channel (e.g., water temperature and depth,
pH, dissolved oxygen, dissolved reactive phosphorous, nitrate, blue-green algae, etc.). Moreover,
monitoring would have to be conducted in a similar fashion (e.g., location and technique) as in
Phase 1 to provide comparable data.

Data Handling and Storage

All data either gathered for or identified by the project will be compiled into an electronic format.
The data will be stored with both the City and CALFED so that CALFED may make the data
accessibleas it deems appropriate.



Expected Products/Qutcomes

Phase 2 will produce reports describing preliminary and final engineering blueprints and design
specifications/implementation plans for the preferred alternative, the actual
blueprints/implementation plans, draft and final EA/EIRs, official permits, and a pilot study
experimental design. Presentations will be made to the City Councilto describethe planned
reports (e.g., Phase 1final report, final EA/EIR, etc.) and gain official adoption by the Council.
All other workshops, seminars, and education programs will be conducted during Phase 1.

Work Schedule
‘Please see Exhibit 3 for a detailed schedule complets with project milestones.

Task Description Start Date Finish Date
I Environmentzi Compliance December, 2000 ALiEHEL- 2001
2 Desien Preferred Aliemative December, 2000 Mlay, 2001
3 ~ Permitting | December, 2000 August, 2001
4 Pilot June, 2001 July, 2001
5 [ Project Mangeement December.2000 August, 2001

All tasks are considered inseparable since Phase 2 may only be completed upon completion of the
tasks listed above. As such, it is not possible to incrementally fund the proposed scope of work.

Approach Feasibility and Appropriateness

Previous studies by Montgomery Watson and Systech Engineering state that water quality
improvement is feasible. HDR Engineering is very optimistic about this project’s feasibility and
cites its past water quality restoration experience as direct evidence of feasibility. HDR
Engineering has restored the water quality for the Portland Bureau of Environmental Services,
Idaho Division of Environmental Quality, City of Santa Cruz, and City,of Rapid City. Moreover,
Dr. Geoffrey Schladow, a professional limnologist, has contracted to work with HDR Engineering
based upon the project’s feasibility.

The described approach is appropriate to the proposed work since it mirrors the proposed work
performed by HDR Engineering in previous restoration activities and builds upon the existing
body of knowledge. Montgomery Watson, Systech Engineering, HDR Engineering, and Dr.
Schladow’s professional assessments are that Phase 2, when combined with Phases 1 and 3, will
improve the water quality. Sincethe project is expected to meet its objectives, the approach is
appropriate. HDR Engineering has been hired by the City with the understanding that time is a
critical project factor. Subsequently,the project’s approach, scope, use of resources, and cost
reflect HDR Engineering’s ability to work under strict time constraints.

Contingencies

Phase 2 is entirely dependent upon the outcome of Phase 1in terms of identifying the preferred
alternativeto be designed in Phase 2, the environmental and permitting compliance required, and
the pilot study design. Phase 2 is also dependent upon Phase 1 for project timing. Since Phase 2
may not start before Phase 1, any delays associated with Phase 1will also delay Phase 2.
Conversely, should Phase 1be completed ahead of schedule, Phase 2 will be started ahead of
schedule. It is anticipatedthat Phase 1 will be completed in 8 months (December, 2000).

Permits
Since permitting issues will be identified and addressed in Phase 2, it is currently unknown which
permits will be required to complete Phase 2. As such, permitting agreements are not currently
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under way. There are no other outstanding implementation issues, and this project does not take
place on private property. Therefore, permission to access private property is not required.

APPLICABILITY TO CALFED ERP GOALS AND IMPLEMENTATIONPLAN AND
CVPIAPRIORITES

ERP Goals and CW A Priorities

This project relates directly to several ERP goals. By improving the water quality and
rehabilitating the natural flow regime, at-risk Delta species are expected to move toward recovery
status, and native populations should increase. Such species include the Delta smelt and white
sturgeon, which live in the area year-round (e.g. present during all life stages), Chinook salmon
species (e.g., winter, fall, late-fall, and spring runspecies), and other anadromous salmonidswhich
breed or migrate to breeding grounds (e.g., mature life stage) via the San Joaquin River-East Delta
areas. Since the aquatic habitat will be improved, Fry will also benefit from the project {e.g.,
young life stage).

These potential benefits should reduce the need for future threatened and endangered species
listings while improving social values (e.g., recreation, fishing, aesthetics, etc.). Specifically, the
project is designed to meet the ERP goal of improving water quality.

Relationto Other Ecosystem Restoration Projects

The interaction of the improved Channel water quality and the San Joaquin River may benefit the
San Joaquin River DO TMDL process. The TMDL process is currently underway and funded by
a CALFED grant and downstream communities by providing higher quality water for
environmental restoration, drinking, and crop irrigation.

This project may also benefit Mormon Slough, which connects and discharges into the south side
of the Channeljust east of Interstate 5. Mormon Slough is currently being studied by the US
Army Corps of Engineers (COE) to evaluate the specific scope and nature of ecosystem
restoration activities that will be required to restore the natural character of the slough. Restoring
the natural conditions will increase the quantity and improve the quality of spawning/breeding
grounds of many aquatic and some terrestrial species. The restoration activitiesidentified by the
COE are expected to further improve the Channel’s water quality, ecosystem functions, and
aquatic characteristics.

Request for Next-Phase Funding

The City is currently seeking funding for Phase 2 of the Stockton Channel Water Quallty
Restoration Program. Phase 1recently began (April 2000) after a US EPA grant funding was
secured and HDR Engineering was hired to perform the investigation. Phase | will result inan
accumulation of data that will allow Phase 2 to be completed.

Previous Recipients of CALFED or CVPIA Funding
The City has not been a previous recipient of CALFED or CVPIA funds for this issue.

System-Wide Ecosystem Benefits

It is highly likely that the preferred alternative will increase the dissolved oxygen level within the
water column. Furthermore, system-wide mixing is expectedto increase the interaction between
the Channel water and that of the San Joaquin River and eastern Delta in general. This interaction




Is expected to benefit the San Joaquin River DO TMDL process which seeks specifically to
increase the dissolved oxygen content in the San Joaquin River to benefit aquatic species,
including migrating salmon species.

This project will also benefit threatened and endangered speciesthat are awaiting recovery plans
as well as those that have such plans. As mentioned, this project, when combined with the
Mormon Slough restoration project, will improve the Channel’s habitability and increase its role
in the health and reproduction of native species. The Mormon restoration project will further
improve water quality and provide additional breeding grounds for many aquatic and some
terrestrial species.

QUALIFICATIONS

Dr. Wayne S. Smith, P.E., Senior Civil Engineer, will act as the City’s Project Manager and will
manage the grant funds, payment accounts, and consultant contracts. He has successfully
managed a recently completed $70 million flood protection restoration project and is the current
Project Manager for the Phase 1 study to select the preferred alternative. He also managed the
completion of the Systech Engineering study developing computer modeling of the Stockton
Channel. Dr. Smithreceived his M.S. degree from the University of California, Davis and his
Ph.D. from the University of California, Berkeley.

Dave Peterson, P.E., will act as HDR Engineering’s Project Manager. He oversees HDR’s Water
Resources Program in California, and has experience in water resources planning, public
involvement, environmental documentation, and permitting. His planning experience includes
water supply, integrated water resource, and flood control planning. His design experience
includes gravity and pressurized pipelines, river restoration, erosion control, water tanks, dams,
spillways, and canals. Mr. Peterson’s completed projects include Tuolumne River Restoration for
Turlock Imgation District, Feasibility study for South San Joaquin Irrigation District,
Fresno/Clovis Metropolitan Water Resources Management Plan and Plan Update, Merced Water
Supply Plan, Initial Watershed Sanitary Survey for Stockton East Water District, Water
Contracting Environmental Impact Statementfor US Bureau of Reclamation, and San Joaquin
Valley Drainage Program. V. Peterson has been published in Erosion Control and has given
presentations at a Floodplain Managers Association Conference and two ASCE conferences. He
received his M.S. degree from Montana State University is aregistered P.E. in California, Nevada,
and Montana.

Dr. Geoffrey Schladow, Professional Limnologist and Associate Professor at the University of
California, Davis, will serve as peer reviewer and evaluate the effectiveness of design or
implementation plans for the preferred alternative. He has extensive computer modeling and
water body destratification experience. Completed projects include Numerical Modeling of
Physical Mixing for University of W. Australia, Double Diffusive Mixing Processes and Bubble
Plume Dynamics-also for University of W. Australia, and Numerical Simulation of Convective
Processes with Applications to Lake Mixing for Stanford University. Dr. Schladow has been
published in numerousjournals for papers discussing water quality modeling and predictions,
responses to artificial destratification, bubble plume destratification, double diffuse systems, and
nutrient release. He has also given dozens of presentations at conferences hosted by organizations
ranging from the American Geophysical Union to the Biennial Congress of the International Solar
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Energy Society. Dr. Schladow received his M.E. degree from the University of California:
Berkeley and his Ph.D. from the University of Western Australia.

Douglas Brewer of Jones and Stokes Associateswill lead the environmental compliance process
under subcontractwith HDR Engineering. He has 15years of water quality experience related to
environmental impact assessments and is currently involved in the impact assessment of the San
Joaquin River DO TMDL process. Completed projects include initial studies of the Coyote Creek
Stream Flow Augmentation Project for San Jose, Mountainous Wastewater Treatment Plant
Dilution study for San Joaquin County, water quality impact assessments for Contra Costa Water
District, Los VVaqueros Reservoir Project, and the Delta Wetlands Project. He also performed
EA/EIR/FONSI analyses for US COE, Truce Meadows Flood Control Project, Naptimes Basin
Borrow Sites, Deer Creek Flood Control Project, US Fish and Wildlife Service, Westlands Water
District, Pacific Gas and Electric, and Pittsburg and Contra Costa Power Plants. M. Brewer
received his B.S. from Humboldt State University.

Barry O’Regan, P.E., will lead the permitting process for HDR Engineering. He has 12 years of
engineering experience, including construction management, municipal engineering, and flood
control implementation. He has been involved in permitting for Tuolumne River Restoration
Project for Turlock IrrigationDistrict, San Joaquin Area Flood Control Agency’s Flood Protection
Restoration Project, Raw Water Pipeline Pumping Station for Placer County Water Agency, and
Weber Point Redevelopment for Stockton. mr. O’Regan has a diploma in Civil Engineering from
Cork Regional Technical College, Ireland, and a B.S. from the California State University,
Sacramento, also in Civil Engineering.

The Phase 2 pilot study will be supervised by Dave Peterson of HDR Engineering. The study
design and results will be subjectto review by Dr. Geoffrey Schladow, a professional limnologist.

COSTS
Please see Exhibit 4 for the aual and total budget. Seetable below for salary breakdown.
Title Annual Time Commitment | Saiarv Cost Benefits
Salary (Work Years) (40% salary)
Sr. Civil Engineer $56,360 4z 0,430 3,772
Assistant Civil Engineer |  $54,828 .036 ™,715 $1,8%6
Office Assistant IT 8,716 066 $1,8%6 $754
TOTAL | $16,081 6,412

Travel expensesare budgeted to cover the costs of in-Statetrips to coordinate and meet with state
and federal agency personnel for environmental compliance and permitting activities. There are
no Supplies/Expendables or equipmentexpenses. Service contractsare used to obtain the services
for technical experts in the fields of environmental assessment and EIR/EIS reporting, water
recirculation, and permitting as described in the “PROPOSED SCOPE OF WORK?” section.
Please see the below table for consultant names.

11



Task | Consultant Consultant Subconsultants Subconsultant
Organization Organization

1 Dave Peterson HDR Engineering | Douglas Brewer Jones & Stokes Associates

2 Dave Peterson HDR Engineering | Dr. Geoffrey Schladow | UC Davis

3 Barry O’Reagan | HDR Engineering

4 Dave Peterson HDR Engineering

5* Dave Peterson HDR Engineering

*Projectmanagement time commitmentsand responsibilitiesare split between the City and HDR
Engineering.

Overhead Rate

The overhead rate (75.83% of salary for both state and federal grants) is used to cover general
project costs such as electricity, building expenses, office equipment,janitorial services, heating
and air conditioning, computer assistance, radio and phone service, office supplies(e.g., paper, file
folders, etc.), duplicating, general insurance, and garage maintenance.

Project Management
The table below describes the specific costs to the City for project management (Task 5). The
total cost of project management is sulit between HDR Engineering and the Citv.

Project Management Activity Costs (Salary and Travel)
Progress Reporting $4,567
Work i Progress Inspection | $3,426
Conarract Administration 4 567
Scheduling | R 284
Office Administration | £2.284
General Correspondence | £2 284
Invoicing £3.426
TOTAL 7 $22,838

Cost Sharing
There are no other funding commitmentsfor Phase 2 of the project. Phase 1, however, was funded
by agrantfrom US EPA. That EPA grant required the City to provide a 5% match.

LOCAL INVOLVEMENT

During the preparation of the environmental documents, the City will solicitthe community's
input and concerns surrounding the project. During this solicitationperiod, key stakeholdersand
influential members of the community, such as the Delta Keeper environmental organization, will
be contacted. A database of civic and environmental organizations, elected officials, government
staff, adjoining property owners, Port of Stockton staff, marina residents, eyewitnesses, etc. will
be established and used to distribute information to the community. In addition, a newsletter
describing the project and the results of Phase 1will be distributed to the community.

COMPLIANCEWITH STANDARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS
The City will comply with the state and federal standard terms.

LITERATURE CITED

CALFED Bay-Delta Program. 2000. Ecosystem Restoration Projects and Programs: 2001
Proposal and Solicitation Package.
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Montgomery Watson. 1997. Alternative Water Quality Improvement Technologiesfor the Weber
Point Area. Prepared for the City of Stockton.

Systech Engineering, Inc. 1999. Alternativesto Eliminate Excessive Bluegreen Algae at Weber
Point of Stockton Channel. Prepared for the City of Stockton.
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— Exhibit 1. USGS quad map of project area (approximately 1:24,000).
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Exhibit2. Photographs of the project site.
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. Exhibit 2. Photographs of the project site.
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Exhibit 3. Detailed project schedule.
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Attachment A. Compliance With California State Requirements.



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

NONDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

STD. 19 (REV. 3-35)

E—
COMPANY NAME

City of Stockton

T
'

The company named above (herinafter referred to as "prospective contractor™) hereby certifies, unless
specifically exempted, compliance with Government Code Section 12990 (a-f) and California Code of
Regulations, Title -'2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating to reporting requirements and the
development, implementation and maintenance of a Nondiscrimination Program. Prospective contractor
agrees not to unlawfully discriminate, harass or allow harassment against any employee or applicant for
employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed, national origin, physical disability
(including HIV and AIDS), medical condition (cancer), age (over 40), marital status, denial of family
care leave and denial of pregnancy disability leave.

CERTIFICATION

I, the official named below, hereby swear that | am duly authorized to legally bind the prospective
contractor to the above described certification. | am filly aware that this certijkation, executed on the

date and in the county below, is made under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of
California.

OFFICIAL'S NAME

Dwane Miines , City Manager

DATE EXECUTED | oEcUTED NTHE counTY OF
May 11, 2000 o San Joaquin
PROSPECTIVE CONTRACTENS SGHATLRE
B Jm

City of Stockton

PROSPECTIVE CONTRACTOR'S LEGAL BUSINESS NAME

City of Stockton




Attachment B. Compliance With Federal Requirements.



APPLICATION FOR OMBApproval No. 0348-0043
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 2. DATE SUBMITTED FAppicatidenter
1, TYPE OF SUBMISSION 3 DATERECEVED BYSTATE State Application Identimier
plication Reapplication
Construction Construction 4. BATE RECEVED BY FEDERAL AGENCY | Federalicentiiier
[ Non-Construction Non-Construction

5 APPLICANT INFORMATION

Legal Name:
City of Stockton

OrganizationalUnit:
Public Works Dept.

Add jveei unty, Slate, and zip code):
475 (RI. II‘:LF Dorado Street

Stockton, CA 95202

Mame &t telephone numberof personto be contactedon Marers widng |

EIE'. anﬁ?ﬂﬁmﬂlith
(209) 937-7900

6. EMPLOYERIDENTIFICATION NUVBEREM}:

(o] 4] —[6lololol 4l 3l ¢

8. TYPEOFAPPLICATION
FNew ([ Continuation [ Revision

If Revision. enter appropriateleans) in bues) D D

A Increase Award B. Decrease Award  C. Increase Duration

D Decrease Duration Othenspesifi

7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (enter appropnate letterin ooy

A State H. independent School Dist.

a county I B2ate Controlled Institution of Higherl.eaming
C Municipal J. private university

0. Township K. Indian Tribe

E Interstate L Individual

F Intermunicipal M. Profit Organization
G. SpecialDistrict ~ N. Other {Specify)

12f1/00 |8/1/01 |11th Congressional Dist.

e
dE ECTILATET CF ik FEkifE

a ENCT:
CALFED
| CAT, ESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER: 11. DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANT'S PROJECT:
¥ GATALOR OF FROERAL DOMEST) N | T Water Quality Study-Engineering
L= blueprints, environmental document
e permits, and pilot study to improv
1Z AREAS AFFECTED BY PROJEGT (Cities, Courdes, Stafes, aic): water guality and reduce blue greep
algae blooms
Stockten, San Joaguin County
13, PROPOSED PROJECT |14, CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF:
Start Dt Ending Date o Applcar b Project

11th ngras
16. I5 APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE
ORDER 12372 PROCESS?

A, Feaeral [ = )
350,000 a YES. THIS PREAFPLICATICNIAPPLICATION WAS MADE
b. Anpeanm [ 1] AVAILABLETOM E STATE EXECUTIVEORDER 12372
PROCESS FORREVIEWON
~ Tl k] .H—
DATE
4. Lol 5 =
b. No. [J PROGRAV BNOTCOVEREDBY £. 9. 12372
8. Othar 5 - i OR PROGRAMHAS NOT BEENSELECTED BY STATE
FORREVIEW
1, Program Incoms 5 » .
47. 15 THE APPLICANT DELINQUENT OM ANY FEDERAL DEET?
g UL ’3 = [d¥ee it=Yes,” attach an explanation. B ne

ATTACHED ASSURANCES IF THE ASSISTANCE 15 AWARDED,

50,000
1B. TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS AFPLICATIONIPREAPPLICATION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT, THE
DOCUMENT HAS BEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WITH THE

& Typs Mame of Authorzed Repretesiativa b. Titla

& Mumibar "
Dwane Milnes ICitv Manager 209) 937-8457
4. Sigram - &, Dt Sgned

Prawvious Editce Usabla
hurherizad for Loesl Reproduction

Standard Farm 424 (Rev, 7-97)
Prascribed by OMB Croular A-102




INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE sF-424

-Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 45 minutes per response, including time for reviewing|
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection Cf
information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions far
reducing this burden, to the Office of Managementand Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project(0348-0043), Washington. DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENTAND BUDGET.
SEND ITTO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

This is a standard form used by applicants as a required facesheet for preapplications and applications submitted for Federal assistance. It
will be used by Federal agencies to obtain applicant certification that States which have established a review and comment procedure in
responseto ExecutiveOrder 12372 and have selectedthe program to be included in their process, have beengiven an opportunity to review
the applicant's submission.

Item:
1

2

10.

11.

Entry:
Self-explanatory. 12.

Date application submittedto Federal agency (or State if
applicable) and applicant's control number (ifapplicable). 13.

State use only (if applicable). 14.

Ifthis application is to continue or revise an existing award,
enter present Federal identifier number. Iffor a new project, 15.
leave blank.

Legal name of applicant, name of primary organizational unit
which will undertakethe assistance activity, complete address of
the applicant, and name and telephone number of the personto
contact on matters relatedto this application.

Enter Employer identificationNumber (EIN) as assigned by the
internal Revenue Service.

Enter the appropriate letter inthe space provided. 16.

Check appropriate box and enter appropriateietter(s) inthe
space(s) provided:

—"New" means a new assistance award. 17.

—"Continuation"means an extension for an additional
fundingibudget periodfor a projectwith a projected
completion date.
18.
—"Revision"means any change in the Federal
Government's financial obligationor contingent
liability from an existing obligation.

Name of Federal agency from which assistanceis being
requestedwith this application.

Use the Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance number and
title of the program under which assistanceis requested.

Enter a brief descriptivetitle of the project. If more than one
program is involved, you should append an explanationon a
separate sheet. If appropriate(e.g., constructionor real
property projects), attach a map showing projectlocation. For
preapplications, use a separate sheet to provide a summary
description of this project.

Item:

Entry:
List only the largest political entities affected{(e.g., State.
counties, cities).

Self-explanatory.

Listthe applicant's Congressional Districtand any
District(s) affected by the program or project.

Amount requestedor to be contributed during the first
funding/budget period by each contributor. Value of in-
kind contributions should be included on appropriate
lines as applicable. Ifthe action will resultin a dollar
changeto an existing award, indicate amifi¥ the amount
of the change. For decreases, enclose the amounts in
parentheses. If both basic and supplemental amounts
are included, show breakdown on an attached sheet.
For multiple program funding, usetotals and show
breakdown using same categories as item 15.

Applicants should contactthe State Single Point of
Contact (SPOC) for Federal Executive Order 12372to
determine whether the applicationis subjectto the
State intergovernmentalreview process.

This question appliesto the applicant organization, not
the personwho signs as the authorizedrepresentative.
Categories of debt include delinquent audit
disallowances, loans and taxes.

To be signed by the authorized representativeof the
applicant. A copy of the governing body's
authorizationfor you to signthis application as official
representativemust be on file in the applicant's office.
(Certain Federal agencies may require that this
authorization be submitted as part of the application.)

SF424 (Rev. 7-97) Back




BUDGET INFORMATION - Non-Construction Programs

OB Approval No. D348-0044

it £ L [t

T e O T o e SECTIOMN Ay BUDGET BUMMARN L e e RS e
GrantProgram | Catalug of Federal Estimated Unobligated Funds New or Revised Budgst
Funetion Domaslic Assisiance —
or Activity Number Federal Non-Federal Federal Non-Federal Tolal
(a) (b) () (d) (e) § (U] 5 2]
1 Water Quality ¥ § s 350,000 350,000
2. !
3
4.
5 -] ] ] $
5. Tolaks 350,000 350,000
A A ) S e e 1 e s e BECTION B < BUDBET CATEGORIES i 1 et R Pl ool S e i o b
g, Dhi!ﬂ. Class Eﬂtﬂﬂﬂﬂm GRANT PROGRAM, FUNCTION QR ACTIVITY Tatsl
[MWater Quality () (2 'I;;‘L 5 [/ I—
$ $ $
a. Parganmel 16,031 . 16,031
b. Fringe Benafits B.412 6,412
c. Travel 395 ] 395
d. Equipment
e. Supplies
f. Contractual 215 005 315,005
g. Construction
h. Other
i. Total Direct Charges (sum of Ga-gh)
337,843 337,843
J- Indirect Charges 12,157 12,157
" 3 3 3 $ 3
k. TOTALS fSI'.Hﬁ of 6/ and ﬁﬂ 35{!.1.'3.'1'.'}_ . . ___ 35@ !ﬂu._n .
st H A R S R e R e "=~.‘irr':é-'-‘lil*i"-'ﬁ?ffi#aﬁﬂj-ﬁ'{?- ST Al A e S e PR m kR L T e
7. Program Income $ None $ $ § $ 0

Previous Edition Usable

Authorized for Local Reproductlon

Standard FOrm 424A (Rev. 7-97)
Prescribedby OMB Clrcular A-102




, R wgmmﬁgﬂﬂ TS R T
(u] Emn’: anrllm {b) Applicant (c) Stala (d) Other Sources I_al TCITJ'-.LB
8. $ $ $ §
)
10.
1.
12 T-'JTAL fsurn of finas B-1 ﬂ £ § 5

3
R T T J i i e
Mf‘.‘ Tﬁ”lshﬁ 2 * i ﬁlhu’ i

fnl.llhr 'ilt 'fl'l. 3rd Quarter -Il'n num-r
13, Federal
¥ 350,000 %87,500 %87, 500 ¥ 87,500 ¥87,500
14. Non-Federal
18. TOTAL (sum of fines 13 and 14) 350,000 *87,500 %87, 500 %87, 500 % 47,500

i.'ﬂl {.’ﬂmt Fmg‘m -

GE G e RGTEETI

FUIUFI;E FUNDING PERIODS {Yoars)

T L A
2'1' I'.'liru:l Chargas:

22, Inl:lirud I:hurnnu

Predetermined (pee enclosed 1999-00 indirect cost rate)

23. Remarks:

{b) First {c) Secand _{d) Third {e) Fourih |
16. 5 $ $ : $
17. |
18 ' R
10. | k i - ) -
20. TOTAL (sum of lines 16-19) 1 1 ] 3
R T GeariaN L BHeR HUOGeT TR

Authorized for Local Reproductlon

Standard Form 424A (Rev. 7-97) Fags 2



OMB Approval No. 0348-0040

ASSURANCES - NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

Public reporling burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 15 minutes per response, including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of|
information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for
reducing this burden, to the Cffice of Managementand Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project(0348-0040), Washington, DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURNYOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENTAND BUDGET.
SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

NOTE Certain of these assurances may not be applicable to your project or program. If you have questions, please contact the
awarding agency. Further, certain Federalawarding agencies may requireapplicants & certify to additional assurances. If such

As the duly authorized representativeof the applicant. | certify that the applicant:

1.

is the case, you will be notified.

Has the legal authority to apply for Federal assistance
and the institutional, managerial and financial capability
(including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share
of project cost) to ensure proper planning, management
and completion of the project described in this
application.

Will give the awarding agency, the Comptroller General
of the United States and, if appropriate, the State,
through any authorized representative, access to and
the right to examine all records, books, papers, or
documents related to the award; and will establish a
proper accounting system in accordance with generally
accepted accounting standards or agency directives.

Will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from
using their positions for a purpose that constitutes or
presents the appearance Of personal or organizational
conflictof interest, or personal gain.

Will initiate and complete the work within the applicable
time frame after receipt of approval of the awarding
agency.

Will comply with the Intergovernmental Personnel Act of
1970 (42 US.C. §§4728-4763) relating to prescribed
standards for merit systems for programs funded under
one of the 19 statutes or regulations specified in
Appendix A of OPM's Standards for a Merit System of
Personnel Administration (5 CFR. 900, Subpart F).

Will comply with all Federal statutes relating to
nondiscrimination. These include but are not limited to:
(a) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352)
which prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color
or national origin; (b) Title IX of the Education
Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 USC. §§1681-
1683, and 1685-1686), which prohibits discrimination on
the basis of sex; (c) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation

Previous Edition Usable

Act of 1973, as amended (29 USC. §794), which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of handicaps; (d)
the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42
USC. §§6101-6107), which prohibits discrimination
on the basis f age; (e) the Drug Abuse Office and
Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-255). as amended,
relating to nondiscrimination on the basis of drug
abuse; (9 the Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and
Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation
Act of 1970 (PL 91-616), as amended, relating to
nondiscrimination on the basis of alcohol abuse or
alcoholism; (g) §§523 and 527 of the Public Health
ServiceAct of 1912 (42 USC. 55280 dd-3 and 290 ee
3), as amended, relating to confidentiality of alcohol
and drug abuse patient records; (h) Title VIii of the
Civil Rights Act of 1968 (42 USC. 553601 et seq.), as
amended, relating to nondiscrimination in the sale,
rental or financing of housing; () any other
nondiscrimination provisions in the specific statute(s)
underwhich application for Federal assistance is being
made; and, () the requirements OF any other
nondiscrimination statute(s) which may apply to the
application.

Wil comply, or has already complied, with the
requirements of Titles N and Il of the Uniform
Relocation Assistance and Real Properly Acquisition
Policies Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-648) which provide for
fair and equitable treatment of persons displaced or
whose property is acquired as a result of Federal or
federally-assisted programs. These requirementsapply
to all interests in ie=kbproperty acquired for prgect
purposes regardless of Federal participation in
purchases.

Will comply, as applicable, with provisions of the
Hatch Act (6 USC. §§1501-1508 and 7324-7328)
which limit the politiil activities of employees whose
principal employment activities are funded in whole or
in part with Federal funds.

Standard Form 4248 (Rev. 7-97)

Authorized for Local Reproduction Prescribedby O#E Circular A=k




9. Will comply, as applicable, with the provisions of the Davis-
BaconAct (40 USC. §&27ia to 276a-7), the Copeland Act
(40 USC. §276c and 18 USC. §874), and the Contract
Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 USC. §§327-
333), regarding labor standards for federally-assisted
construction subagreements.

10. Wil comply, if applicable, with flood insurance purchase
requirements of Section 102(a) of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) which requires
recipients in a special flood hazardareato participate in the
program and to purchaseflood insuranceif the total cost of
insurable constructionand acquisition is $10,000 or more.

11.  Will comply with environmental standards which may be
prescribed pursuant to the following: (a) institution of
environmental quality control measures under the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (PL. 91-190) and
Executive Order (EQ)11514; (b) notification of violating
facilities pursuantto EO 11738; (c) protection of wetlands
pursuant to EO 11990; (d) evaluation of flood hazards in
floodplains in accordance with EOQ 11988; (e) assurance of
project consistency with the approved State management
program developed under the Coastal Zone Management
Act of 1972 (16 USC. §§1451 et seq.); (9 conformity of
Federal actions to State (Clean Air) Implementation Plans
under Section 176{c} of the Clean Air Act of 1955, as
amended (42 USC. §§7401 et seq); {g) protection of
underground sources of drinking water under the Safe
Drinking Water Act of 1974, as amended (P.L. 93-523);
and, {(h) protection of endangered species under the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (PL. 93-
205).

12. Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
1968 (16 USC. $391271et seq.) relatedto protecting
components or potential components of the national
wild and scenic rivers system.

13.  Will assist the awarding agency in assuring compliance
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966, as amended (16 USC. 470}, EO 11593
(identification and protection of historic properties), and
the, Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of
1974(16 USC. §§469a-1 etseq.).

14.  Will comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding the protection of
human subjects involved in research, development, and
related activities supported by this award of assistance.

15.  Will comply with the Laboratory Animal Welfare Act of
1966 (P.L. 89-544, as amended, 7 USC. §§2131 et
seq.) pertainingto the care. handling. and treatment of
warm blooded animals held for research, teaching. or
other activities supported by this award of assistance.

16. Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning
Prevention Act (42 USC. §8§43801 et seq) which
prohibits the use of lead-based paint in construction or
rehabilitation of residence structures.

17. W cause to be performed the required financial and
compliance audits in accardance with the Single Audit
Act Amendments of 1996 and OMB Circular No. A-133,
"Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit
Organizations."

18. W comply with all applicable requirements of all other
Federal laws, executive orders, regulations, and policies
governing this program.

S|GNATURE OF ALITI—I(\PI7EF\ CERTIEVINIC f\EEIf‘IAL T|TLE
e e
N e am
B . T T
S — City Manager
APPLICANT ORGANIZATION | DATESUBMITTED
City of Stockton May 11, 2000

Standard Form 424B (Rev. 7-97) Back




CITY OF STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA

INDIRECT COST RATE PROPOSALS

Based on 1997/98 expenditures
For use in J999/04 budget

AXIMUS

’_ ‘Helping Government Serve The People




City of Stockt
Indirect Cost Rate Proposal For
Fiscal Year Ending June 30,2000

on

Schedule A
| Direct
Indirect | Salaries8 | Fixed
Department/Division cost Wages | Rates
Housing and Economic Dev $406,058 |  $1,059,756 38.32%
Community Development $860,368 $2285.Td2 37.59%)
Police Department $9,067,275| $21,236,866 4270%
Animal Services $121,745 $294,065 41.40%)
Fire Department $4,124,522 | $13,833,19% Z3.81%
Public Works - Other 51,356,306 $4,788,699 75.83%
Library $3,196,150 $2.864,750 | 111.57%
Parks 8 Recreation $1,783,162 $3,857,213 45.06%
Golf Course ($16,383) $724,869 ~2.26%
Central Parking District $63.519 $574.511 11.06%
Water Utility $871,068 $1,958,205 44.45%
Waste Water Utility $883.768 $5,224,645 16.92%
Landfill 5114.988 $473,581 24.28%
Storm Water $74,638 5799.225 944%
Garden Refuse $188,662 5473.581 39.84%
Total Costs $23.096.287 | $57.558.307 |




City of Stockfon
Carry Forward Computation

Operating Departments Indirect Cost Proposal

For The Fiscal year EndIng June 30,2000

Schedule B
] i 3l i {51 &} ir 1L}
1958 Fleod Dopartment | 1958 Actual | Total
Salaries Rate Recoverable Indirect Cenlral | Aclual 1998 Roll 1990 Ptan
 Deparimend/Division | AndWager wio RF _IndirectCast _ Cost ___ Service IndirectCost ~ Forward  IndireclCosl
Hauslng and Redavelop f1.059.756 31.27% $331.388 $0 $368,722 $368.722 $37.336 406,058
Community Devetopme 2,208,742 §0.93% 1,165,656 373.194 E33,817 1,013,011 -152,645 H60.366
PoliceDepartment 11,238,866 47.39% 10,064,151 7,714,393 4,851,320 9,565,713 -498,438 9,087,276
Animal Services 294,065 53.9T% 158,707 99,666 40,560 140,226 -18,481 121,74%
FireDepartment 13,838, 188] 30.48% 4218 188) 2,996,571 1,174,984 4,171,555 -46.633 4,124,922
Public Works - Other 1,768,654 63,884 1,124,734 o | 1,240,520} 1,240,520 115,786 1,356,306
Library 1,864,750] 104.00% 2,979,340 2,595,730 491,975 3,087,765 108,425 3,186,190
Park6 8 Recreation 385T. 213 B8, 48% 2,629,964 782.649 1,423,914 2,206,563 -423.401 4,783,162
Golf Course 724,868 18.86% 122,213 0 52,915 52.915 -ﬂl.:ﬂl1 -16,303
Cenlral Parking Distriei] 5T4611] 31.10% 178,673 0 121,096 121,096 87,677 63.511
Water Utility 1,858,208 48.61% 952,370 0 911.719 911.719 -40,651 871,068
Wasle Water Utility 6,224.64 32.16% 1,680,246 0 1,282,007 1,282,007 398,239 883,768
Landfill 4T3 881) IT.30% 129,288 0 122, 138| 122,134 -7,150 114,948
Storm Waler T80, 225 17.08% 142.742 0 108,680 108,690 34.052 74.638
GardenRefuse 473,681 11.70% 83,824 0 136,243] 136.243) 52,419 188,662
Total Costs $57,658,907 25 961,479 $14,562,263 $3,966,620 $24,628,883  ($1,432,596) $23,096,287
Colume,
(105 Fram Schedile D. .
{2) = ' Fram Schedula A of 159788 ICAP Propram
{3): * Column1x2.
[4]: Fiom Schedily D.
8 : From Schedula C.
L I8): Column 4 + 5.
ST e Golim § -3
L8yt ColumnE+T




City of Stockton

Central Services Allocation By Department 2/
For The Fiscal Year Ending June 30,2000

Schedule C

Central Services
Department/Dlvision Allocation

Housingand Ewnomic Qev /1 k=1 1=: s
Community Development 639317
Police Department 1,851,320
Animal Services 40,560
Fire Department 1,174,984
PublicWorks - Cther 1,240,530
Library 491975
Parks & Recreation 1,423,814
Golf Course 52915
Central ParkingDistrict 121,036
Water Utility 911.719
Waste Water Utility 1,282,007
Landfill 122,138
Storm Water 108.690
Garden Refuse 136.243
I Iaotal Costs e ﬁsm_!

r DataFrom 1898 (Actualyear) A-87 Central ServicesAllocation Plan - Schedule A

2/ To Scheduleg, Columns.




CITY OF STOCKTON
Cost Analysis Summary
Actual Expenditures For The Year Ending June 30,1498 1/

Schedule D
( ALL DEPARTMENTS
Department DII’eCtCOSt
Unallowable] Indirect Salaries
Department/Division Total Cost Cost cost 2/ | awages 3/ | All Other
Housing and Economic Dev $7.729,885 $0 $0 $1,059,756 $6,670,129
Community Development 4,443,867 0 313194 2,288,742 4,781,931
Police Department 45,530,878 0 7,714,333 24,236,866 18,629,818
Animal Services 614,219 0 99.666 294,065 220.488
Fire Department 27,685,021 ] 2,898,571 15,839,199 10,849,251
Public Works « Other 10,682,314 8,012,762 0 1,788,899 2,861,853
Library 7,558,336 0 2,595,730 2,884,750 2,087,798
Parks & Recreation 8,784,784 0 782649 3,957,213 4,044,932
Golf Courses 1,831,751 0 0 724.869 1,106,882
Central ParkingDistrict 1,937,789 ] 0 574,544 1,363,278
Water Utility 12,195,342 0 0 1,959,205 10236137
Waste Water Utility 25,649,635 0 0 §,224,845 20,424,980
Landfill 2496941 0] 0 473581 2,023,380
Storm Water 4,417,917 0 e 799.225 3618692
Garden Refuse 2,496,941 0 0 473581 2,023,360
Total Costs 1640866301 $5.012.782 | $14.562.263 | $57,558,907 | $85.3582,838

i This summary is asummaryof SchedulesD.1 through D14

2/ To Schedule&, Column4
3/ To ScheduleE. Column 1




CITY OF STOCKTON

Cost Analysis Summary
Actual Expenditures For The Year Ending June 30,1998

Schedule 0.5

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

) Department Direct Cost
Unaliowable Indirect Salaries
- Descriotion Total Cost Cost (1) Cost A Waaes All Other
Htm|Lie works (ORGS N cosT PL f6.092.782 $6,012,762
“'THER PUBLIC WORKS ORGS $4,850,552 $1,78E593 | 52261353
Total Department | fl0.663.314 |  $6.0t2.762 | sol st7sases | simeress|




U.S. DepartmentdFthe Interior.

Certifications Regarding Debarment, Suspension and
Other Responsibility Matters, Drug-Free Workplace
Requirements and Lobbying

Persons signing this form should refer to the regulations
referenced belowfor complete instructions:

Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Other
Responsibility Matters - Primary Covered Transactions - The
prospeciive primary participant further agrees by submitting
this proposal that it will include the clause titled,

Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility
and Voluntary Exclusion - Lower Tier Covered Transaction,”
provided by the department OF agency entering into this
covered fran saction, without modification, in all lower tier
covered transactions and in all solicitations for lower tier
covened tensactions. See below for anguage to be used; use
this form for certificationand sign; or use Department d the
Interior Form 1954 (DI-1954). (See Appendix A of Subpart D of
43 CFR Part 12)

Cedficaion Regarding Debarment. Suspension, Ineligibility and
Voluntary Exclusion- Lower Tier Covered Transactions - (See
Appendix B of Subpart D of 43 CFR Part 12.)

Certification Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Requirements -
Atemde 1. (Grantees Other Than Individuals) and Aiternate 1.

(Grartess Who are Individuals) -(See Appendix C of Subpart D
of 43 GFR Part 12.)

Sgrauman this form provides for compliance with certification
requemets under43 CFR Parts 12and 18. The certifications
shalbe trepfed a8 a material representatian of fact upon which
reliance will be plsted whan the Department of the |nberor
detemines: 1o award 1he covered transaction, grant, cooperative
agreemant or loan.

PARTA:

Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Other Responsibility Matters »
Primary Covered Transactions

CHECK __ IFTHIS CERTIFICATION IS FORA PRIMARY COVERED TRANSACTION AND IS APPLICABLE.
(1) The prospective primary participant certifies to the best of its knowledge and belief, that it and its principals:

(@ Amnotgesarty dehamed, suspended, proposedfor debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from covered
transactions by any Federal department or agency:

(b)  Hasee o wilhin a freeseesy pesiod preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered against them
forcommission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or performing a public
(Federd, Sate orbedl) iersaction or contract under a public transaction; violation of Federal 0r State antitrust statutes or
commission of embezdement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction of records, making false statements, or
receiving stolen properly;

(¢) #rol mesertly indcled forarothensdse criminally or civilly charged by a governmental entity (Federal, State or local) with
commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph (1)(b) of this certification; and

(d) Haverawihnathreeyear period preceding this application/proposal had one or more public transactions (Federal, State
0r local) terminated for cause or default.

2 WhEeie & primary participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, such prospective
participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.

PARTB: Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibilityand Voluntary Exclusion-

Lower Tier Covered Transactions

CHECK __ IF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FORA LOWER T/ER COVERED TRANSACTION AND IS APPLICABLE.

(1) T prospeciie e erparicpant ceflies, by Submission of this proposal, that neither it nor its principals is presently debarred,
suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participationin this transaction by any
Federal department or agency.

(2) Where the pospective wer tier participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, such prospective
participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.

Ci-20ri

Mas g

[This fom consolidates D-1353, OF-1554,
Di-1588, D155 ana T-1563)




PARTC: Certification Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Requirements

CHECK _ IF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR AN APPLICANT WHO IS NOT AN INDIVIDUAL.

Alternate I. (Grantees Other Than Individuals)

A The grantee certifies that it wil or continueto provide a drug-free workplace by:

@

(b)

(©

@)

©

()

H.nhl'rgasl':tana': ratify ing employees that the unlawf ul manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of a
crortried s fwroe s prohibited in the grantee's workplace and specifying the actions that v be taken against employees
for violation of such prohibition:

Establishing an ongoing drug-f ree: awareness program to inform employees about—

(1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;

(2) The grantee's policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace:

(3) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee assistance programs; and

(4) The penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations occurring in the workplace;

fiieagia mumemert et sach employee to be engaged in the performance of the grant be given a copy of the statement
required by paragraph (a);

Nafyingthe employee in the statement required by paragraph (a) that, as a condition of employment under the grant, the

employee wil —

{1} Abide by the terms of the statement; and

(2) NNoFy feempoveriniingd tis or her conviction for a violation of a criminal drug statute occurring in the workplace
no later than five calendar days after such conviction:

Moifying theiagency inwriting, within ten calendar days after receiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2) from an employee
crathenase eeaiving actual notice of such conviction. Employers of convicted employees must provide notice, including
i s, foevary grant officer on whose grant activity the convicted employeewas working, unless the Federal agency
tee -:itssig'smdauaﬂ pairt for e ieeaipt of such notices. Notice shall include the identification number(s) of each affected
grant:

Taking oneof thefolowing 2cionz, within 30 calendar days of receiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2), with respect to any

emplq?/eev\,ho is so convicted —

(1) Takimgezppropriate personnel action against such an employee, up to and includingtermination, consistent with the
requirements of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended; or

(2) Requngsuchemployeetoparticipate satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation program approved for
such purposes by a Federal, State, or local health, law enforcement, or other appropriate agency;

; ) J%ﬂ‘ﬂidfm tocontiree to maintain a drug-free workplace through implementation of paragraphs (@), (b), (c). (d),
e) an

B. Thegartee may inset inbhe spmre provicird blow the site(s) for the performance of work done in connection with the specific grant:

Place of Performance (Street address, city, county, state, zip code)

Check __

if there are workplaces on file that are not identified here.

PARTD Certification Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Requirements

CHECK __ IF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR AN APPLICANT WHO IS AN INDIVIDUAL.

Alternate il. (Grantees Who Are Individuals)

@

(b)

Tregrrdem certifies that, as a condition of the grant, he or she wAl not engage in the unlawful manufacture, distribution,
dispensing, possession, or use of a controlled substance in conducting any activity with the grant;

W eorwideddof acmreldugaffansa resulting from a violation occurring during the conduct of any grant activity, he or she
will repert the conw ichion, nwitng, within 10 calendar days of the conviction, to the grant officer or other designee, unless the
Fecal desigrates a certr point for the receipt of such notices. When notice is madeto such a central point, it shall
Include the identification number(s) of each affected grant.

DI-2010

March 1995

(This form consolidates DI-1953, DI-1954
DI-1955. DI-1956 and DI-19631




PARTE: Certification Regarding Lobbying

Certification for Contracts, Grants, Loans, and Cooperative Agreements

CHECK __ IF CERTIFICATION 1S FOR THE AWARD OF ANY OF THE FOLLOWING AND
THE AMOUNT EXCEEDS §100,000: A FEDERAL GRANT OR CODPERATIVE AGREEMENT,
SUBCONTRACT, OR SUBGRANTUNDER THE GRANTOR COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.

CHECK— IF CERTIFICATION [S FOR THE AWARD OFA FEDERAL
LOANEXCEEDING THE AMOUNT OF $150,000, ORA SUBGRANT OR
SUBCONTRACT EXCEEDING $100,000, UNDER THE LOAN.

The undersigned certifies, to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that:

(1

()

3)

ho Federal smromiated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for influencing
or aernpoting o influence anofficar or employee of an agency, a Member of Congress, and officer or employee of Congress, or
anempioyead aMemberd Caongress in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making of any Federalgrant,
themaking of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewal.
amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement.

if ary funds other then Federat appropriatedfunds have been paid or will be paidto any personfor influencingor attempting to
fluerce enofficercrempoyeaf @y agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of

aMemberof Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or Cooperative agreement, the undersigned shalll
complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying,"” in accordance with its instructions.

Treurdessigned shall require that the language of this certification be included in the award documents for all subawards at all
s (rchuding subcont=cks, subgants, and contracts under grants, loans, and cooperative agreements) and that all subrecipients
shall certify accordingly.

This certfication &5 a material representationof fact upon which reliance was placedwhen this transaction was made or entered into.
Submiesion of the catfieaim B a premquide for making orentering into this transaction imposed by Section 1352. title 31, U.S. Code.
Ay pesonwhofails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than
$100,000 for each such failure.

As the authorized certifying official, | hereby certify that the above specified certifications are true.

."-FF - ) : L
P | -:"-n-
SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL ..r% ar—?a.,%(\;*yn/’ T~

TYPED NAMEAND TITLE  Dwane Milnes , City Manager

pate May 11, 2000

01-2010
March 1995

(This form ¢onsolidates DI-1953, DI-1954,
D1-1955. DI-1956 and DI-1963)




Attachment C. Notice to Local Government Departments.




MEMORANDUM

April 26, 2000
TO: Katherine Gong Meissner, City Clerk
FROM: Wayne S. Smith, Public Works Senior Civil Engineer

SUBJECT: STOCKTONWATER QUALITY RESTORATIONSTUDY CALFED
GRANT PROPOSAL

The City has decided to retain HDR Engineering, Inc. to execute Phase 1of the
Stockton Water Quality Restoration Study. Phase 2 involves environmental
compliance documentation (e.g., EIR/EIS), 100% design documents for the
preferred alternative that will be selected at the end of Phase 1 (anticipatedto be
December, 2000), obtaining implementation permits, and performing a pilot study
of the preferred alternative. A copy of the Phase 2 proposalfor grant funding that
will be submitted to CALFED is attached for your informationas required inthe
grant proposal. Ifyou have any questions, please contact me at x7900.

LL /MJ@\

WAYN S. SMITH
SENIOR CIVIL ENGINEER

Attachment: Proposal

:ODMA\GRPWISE\COS.PW.PW_Library:5116.1 (CALFED grant memoto City Clerk)




MEMORANDUM

AAL_JIRAA AN S —

April 26,2000
TO: Sam Mah, Deputy Director of Planning
FROM: Wayne S. Smith, Public Works Senior Civil Engineer

SUBJECT: STOCKTONWATER QUALITY RESTORATIONSTUDY CALFED
GRANT PROPOSAL

The City has decided to retain HDR Engineering, Inc. to execute Phase 1 of the
Stockton Water Quality Restoration Study. Phase 2 involves environmental
compliance documentation {e.g., EIR/EIS), 100% design documents for the
preferred alternative that will be selected at the end of Phase 1 (anticipatedto be
December, 2000), obtaining implementation permits, and performing a pilot study
of the preferred alternative. A copy of the Phase 2 proposalfor grant funding that
will be submitted to CALFED is attached for your informationas required in the
grant proposal. Ifyou have any questions, please contact me at x7900.
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WAYNE S. SMITH
SENIOR CIVIL ENGINEER

Attachment: Proposal
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